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Abstract: The 57,691 purchasers of the 1982 Illinois Migratory Waterfowl
Hunting Stamp were sampled via mail-letter questionnaires (n = 1,146, 81.2%
response; n = 413, 61.5% response) to obtain information on waterfowl
harvest, hunter activity, and attitudes toward selected issues.
Respondents averaged 36.7 years of age; 92.0% were Illinois residents; and
88.7% hunted waterfowl in Illinois in 1982. Memberships and/or
affiliations claimed by residents were 28.9% (15,354) for Ducks Unlimited,
0.95% (503) for Migratory Waterfowl Hunters, Inc., 0.85% (453) for
Mississippi Valley Duck Hunters of Illinois, and 0.76% (403) for Illinois
Duck and Goose Hunters Alliance. During the September teal season, an
estimated 13,139 hunters expended 37,001 days afield and harvested 33,829
teal. During the regular duck season, 46,163 hunters devoted 571,423 days
afield to harvest 384,457 ducks; 6,940 coots were also taken. 37.3% of the
duck harvest occurred on public hunting areas (PHA), 22.9% on private duck
clubs, and 39.8% on other areas. An estimated 20,640 goose hunters were
active in Illinois in 1982; they spent 92,276 days afield and harvested
29,574 Canada geese and 1,183 other geese. There were 17,863 (60-.3%)
Canada geese taken in the southern Illinois Quota Zone, 4,140 (14.0%) at
Rend Lake, and 7,571 (25.6%) in the remainder of the state. 56.8% of the
latter were harvested coincidentally by duck hunters. A plurality (47.8%)
of the respondents favored having the September teal season, and about 80%
were satisfied with or had no opinion of the lines that differentiate zones
for duck hunting. Goose hunters traveled an average distance of 198 miles
(1 way) and spent a total of $6.2 million to hunt in the Quota Zone in
1982. Strong preferences were expressed for maintaining the 2-geese daily
bag limit in the Quota Zone, for establishing a 10-shotgun shell limit for
goose hunters on commercial hunting clubs and the Rend Lake PHA, and for
restricting the activities of guides on commercial clubs. These
preferences are discussed as per their management implications.
The purpose of this study was to collect information via mail-letter
questionnaire from a random sample of waterfowl hunters in Illinois
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2following the 1982 season. Data were obtained for waterfowl harvest,
hunter activity, and attitudes of hunters toward various hunting
regulations and other issues. The questionnaire used for the 1982 season
was similar to the one employed the previous year (Anderson 1983).
However, to obtain additional information on activities and attitudes of
goose hunters, a supplemental questionnaire was mailed to waterfowlers who
had hunted geese in the Quota Zone in 1982. The present report summarizes
the results of both the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire and
the supplemental Goose Quota Zone Questionnaire.
METHODS AND MATERIALS
Methods used to mail the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire,
to process data from returned questionnaires, and to calculate numbers of
hunters, days afield, and waterfowl harvested, were the same as those
employed for the 1981 questionnaire (Anderson 1983). The initial mailing
took place on 10 January 1983, when 1,412 purchasers (1,305 residents and
107 non-residents) of the 1982 Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Hunting Stamp
were sent the questionnaire (Fig. 1) and a letter of explanation (Fig. 2).
Follow-up mailings of the questionnaire and accompanying letter (Figs. 3
and 4) were made to non-respondents on 10 February and again on 10 March.
As of 20 May 1983, a total of 1,146 usable questionnaires was returned.
This Is a response rate of 81.2%. Estimates of hunters, days afield, and
waterfowl harvest were based on a sales of 57,691 of the 1982 Illinois
Migratory Waterfowl Hunting Stamps.
The 1982 Goose Quota Zone Questionnaire (Fig. 5) was mailed on 30
March 1983 to 672 waterfowlers (all Illinois residents) who had hunted
geese in the southern Illinois Quota Zone (Alexander, Union, Jackson and
Williamson countles) during the 1982 season. There were no follow-up
3mailings to non-respondents. Recipients of this questionnaire consisted of
respondents of the 1981 and 1982 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaires,
and of the 1981 and 1982 Illinois Department of Conservation (DOC) Harvest
Surveys (J.A. Ellis, pers. commun.), who indicated they hunted geese in the
Quota Zone. A total of 413 usable questionnaires was received through
20 May 1983, for a response rate of 61.5%.
FINDINGS
Season Lengths and Bag Limits
Because of the nationwide experiment with stabilized regulations, the
season length (50 days) and daily bag limit (Point System) for ducks did
not change from 1981 to 1982 (Fig. 6). The Point System allowed a maximum
of 4 mallards per day. For coots, the hunting season was concurrent with
the duck season and the bag limit was 15 birds per day. For Canada geese,
the length of the season was reduced from 50 days in 1981 to 40 days in
1982. The bag limit was 2 Canada geese per day in the southern Illinois
Quota Zone and 1 Canada goose in the remainder of the state (Fig. 6). As
in previous years, the September teal season extended for 9 days (11-19
September) and the daily bag limit was 4 blue-winged teal and/or green-
winged teal.
Characteristics of Respondents
Selected characteristics of respondents to the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl
Hunting Questionnaire are summarized in Table 1. The respondents' mean age
was 36.7 years and 92.0% of them were Illinois residents; 88.7% hunted
waterfowl in Illinois in 1982. Stated the other way, 8.0% were non-
residents and 11.3% did not hunt waterfowl in Illinois in 1982.
Illinois residents in the sample claimed to be members of and/or were
affiliated with Ducks Unlimited (DU) much more frequently (28.9%) than with
any other organization (Table 1). The 28.9% value equates to a DU
membership of 15,354 among Illinois residents who purchased the 1982
Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Hunting Stamp. DU's total membership in
Illinois in 1982 was 22,150, of which about 75% (16,613) hunt waterfowl
(D.D. Kennedy, pers. commun.). Because hunters <16 or >64 years of age
were not included in the calculations (they are not required to purchase an
Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Hunting Stamp), the estimated membership
should be slightly less than the actual membership.
Estimated memberships (including affiliation) in other organizations
included 503 for Migratory Waterfowl Hunters, inc., 453 for Mississippi
Valley Duck Hunters of Illinois, and 403 for Illinois Duck and Goose
Hunters Alliance. The estimated memberships of additional organizations
are listed in Table 1.
September Teal Season
There was an estimated 13,139 hunters who pursued teal during the
September teal season in Illinois In 1982 (Table 2). These hunters
included 12,283 (93,5%) residents and 856 (6.5%) non-residents. More
hunters (2,668) pursued teal, and more days were spent afield (7,652), in
Administrative Region 3A than in any other region.
An estimated 33,829 teal were harvested throughout the state in 1982.
This is 25.5% greater than the harvest in 1981 (Anderson 1983). Harvest
was greatest (6,236 each) in Administrative Regions 1B and 3A (Table 2).
However, hunting success was greatest (1.24 teal per day afield) in
Administrative Region 4. Teal harvest was lowest in Administrative
Region 1 and hunting success was lowest in Administrative Region 5. For
the entire state, harvest averaged 2.57 teal per hunter. In 1981, the
comparable value was 2.06 teal.
The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) estimated that 16,400 teal were
harvested in Illinois in 1982 (Carney et al. 1984). The species
composition was 89.3% blue-winged teal and 10.7% green-winged teal. The
FWS's relatively low estimate of teal harvest is manifested by a large
downward adjustment factor that the FWS applies to the September season
(Anderson 1983).
Regular Duck Season
There was an estimated 46,163 (80.0%) stamp purchasers who hunted
ducks during the regular duck season in Illinois in 1982 (Table 3). 6.8%
of these hunters were residents of other states. The greatest number of
hunters (9,414) and the greatest number of days afield (128,521) occurring
in Administrative Region 3A.
An estimated 384,457 ducks were harvested during the regular duck
season in Illinois in 1982 (Table 3). This represents a 3.2% decrease from
the previous year's harvest. As in 1981, duck harvest in 1982 was greatest
(94,446) in Administrative Region 3A and lowest (11,835) in Administrative
Region 3B. Hunting success was greatest (0.78 ducks per day afield) in
Administrative Regions 1B and 4. Statewide, hunters took an average of
8.33 ducks during the entire season. The average in 1981 was 8.21 ducks
per hunter.
Slightly more than one-third (37.7%) of the ducks harvested In
Illinois in 1982 were taken on public hunting areas (Table 4). This
compares to 22.9% of the harvest being taken on private duck clubs and
39.8% on other areas. These percentages are similar to the distribution of
the days spent afield as reported by duck hunters for the 1981 season:
40.3% on public areas, 18.0% on private clubs, and 41.7% on other areas.
Public hunting areas accounted for a plurality (45-50%) of the ducks
harvested in Administrative Regions 1A, 3A, 4, and 5, and private clubs
accounted for a plurality (37.7%) in Administrative Region 1B. Other areas
were credited with a majority (70-75%) of the harvest In Administrative
Regions 2 and 3B. At the other extreme, private clubs took only 5-10% of
the ducks harvested in Administrative Regions 3B, 4, and 5.
The 1982 duck harvest included an estimated 192,078 mallards, 72,519
wood ducks, and 119,860 ducks of other species. For purposes of
comparison, the FWS estimated that 140,394 mallards, 48,888 wood ducks,
112,599 other ducks, and 301,881 total ducks were harvested in Illinois in
1982 (Carney et al. 1984). In other words, the FWS and DOC estimates were
in reasonable agreement only for the number of other ducks harvested.
Coot Harvest
Hunters in Illinois harvested an estimated 6,940 coots during the 1982
season. More coots (1,777) were taken in Administrative Region 2 than in
any other region (Table 3). The FWS's estimate for coot harvest in
Illinois in 1982 was 7,301 birds (Carney et al. 1984).
Goose Hunting
The number of goose hunters who were active in Illinois during the
1982 season was estimated at 20,640, or 35.8% of the stamp purchasers
(Table 5). This is a reduction of 26.3% from the number of goose hunters
in the state in 1981. Administrative Region 5, which includes the southern
Illinois Quota Zone and Rend Lake, accounted for 16,915 (82.0%) of the
goose hunters in 1982. At a distant Znd was Administrative Region 2 with
1,510 active goose hunters, and 3id was Administrative Region 1B with
1,158 hunters. Non-residents accounted for 1,762 (13.1%) of the goose
hunters in the Quota Zone and 2,165 (10.5%) of the goose hunters statewide.
Goose hunters expended a total of 92,276 days afield participating in
their sport in Illinois in 1982. The comparable value for 1981 was 157,370
days afield. The 1982 data indicated that 68,464 days afield occurred in
Administrative Region 5, 9,011 days afield occurred In Administrative
Region 2, and 5,387 days afield occurred in Administrative Region 1B.
Illinois' 1982 goose harvest was estimated at 31,073 birds, of which
29,574 were Canada geese and 1,499 were other species (Table 5). The FWS
estimates were 27,198 Canada geese, 3,290 other species, and 30,488 total
geese (Carney et al. 1984).
Thornburg and Estel (1983) reported that 17,863 (60.4%) of the Canada
geese harvested in 1982 were taken in the southern Illinois Quota Zone.
The harvest of Canada geese at Rend Lake was estimated at 4,140 birds or
14.0% of the statewide kill (Table 5). Harvest of Canada geese in the
remainder of the state was estimated at 7,571 birds (25.6%) of which 1,932
were taken in Administrative Region 4 and 1,775 were taken in
Administrative Region 2. As might be expected, more than half (4,298 or
56.8%) of the Canada geese harvested in the remainder of the state were
taken coincidentally by duck hunters (Table 5).
The number of geese harvested per goose hunter throughout Illinois in
1982 averaged 0.26 per day afield and 1.23 for the entire season (Table 5).
In the Goose Quota Zone, success per hunter was 0.36 geese per day afield
and 1.31 geese for the season. At Rend Lake, success rates were 0.25 geese
per day afield and 1.18 geese for the season. Finally, for the remainder
of the state, success was 0.14 and 0.65 geese, respectively.
Crippling Losses
Crippling losses as a result of waterfowl hunting in Illinois in 1982
were estimated at 72,743 ducks, 5,034 geese, and 1,410 coots (Table 6).
These estimates equate to 18.9 ducks, 16.2 geese, and 20.3 coots lost per
100 birds retrieved. Comparable values for 1981 were 23.2 ducks, 22.8
geese, and 26.1 coots, all of which are higher than the 1982 estimates.
The FWS's estimates of crippling losses in the Mississippi Flyway (14
states) during the 1982 season were 1,016,300 ducks (20.2 per 100
harvested), 79,900 geese (17.0 per 100 harvested), and 44,500 coots (26.0
per 100 harvested) (Carney et al, 1984).
Attitudes Toward Selected Issues
September I se Season. Respondents to the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl
Hunting Questionnaire voted In favor of having a September teal season by a
plurality (47.8%) (Table 7). 23.8% of the respondents disfavored the
September teal season, and the remaining 28.4% expressed no opinion about
the subject. The most popular reason for favoring the September teal
season was it made greater use of the teal resource (Table 7). Another
common reason was it provided early and/or additional hunting opportunity.
The most frequently expressed reason for disfavoring the September teal
season was it resulted in the killing of too many ducks of other species
(Table 7).
uck Hunting Zones. A plurality (44.5%) of the respondents to the
Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire had no opinion about the location
of the line that separated the Northern Zone and Central Zone during the
1982 duck season (Table 8). About one-third (35.7%) of the respondents
felt the location of the line was about right. The remaining 19.7%
believed the line should be moved further north or further south. Similar
9attitudes were expressed by the respondents regarding the location of the
line that separated the Central Zone and Southern Zone in 1982 (Table 8).
Goose Hunting in Quota Zone and it Ra Lae. Goose hunters who
returned the 1982 Goose Quota Zone Questionnaire came from throughout the
state to hunt geese In the southern Illinois Quota Zone in 1982 (Table 9).
23.8% resided in Administrative Region 2, which includes the Chicago
metropolitan area, and 20.7% resided in Administrative Region 4, which
includes the East St. Louis metropolitan area. These hunters traveled an
average distance of 198 miles from their homes to the Quota Zone. They
expended an average of 29.4% of their days afield on public hunting areas,
34.3% on commercial hunting clubs, and 36.3% on other areas (Table 9). In
addition, they spent an average of $463 to hunt geese in the Quota Zone,
which equates to a total expenditure of $6.2 million by all goose hunters
who were active in the Quota Zone in 1982. The Quota Zone hunters
indicated that 18.6% of them also hunted geese at Rend Lake on or before
17 December--when the season was open in the Quota Zone. Only 11.4% said
they hunted geese at Rend Lake after 17 December.
The goose hunters showed a strong preference (64.5%) for maintaining a
daily bag limit of 2 Canada geese per day and a relatively short season in
the Quota Zone (Table 10). 29.3% favored 1 Canada goose per day and a
relatively long season, and 6.2% had no opinion regarding the subject.
Along these same lines, when asked how many days they would have hunted
geese in the Quota Zone during the 1982 season if the bag limit had been 1
Canada goose per day, the hunters indicated an average of 2.07 days or
55.8% fewer than the number they actually hunted (Table 10).
A majority (62.6%) of the goose hunters favored limiting hunters on
commercial hunting clubs in the Quota Zone to 10 shotgun shells per day
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(Table 11). 31.3% were against such a regulation and 6.1% had no opinion.
Similarly, respondents to the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire
voted by a plurality (43.9%) for a 10-shell limit for goose hunters at Rend
Lake (Table 11). 24.8% disfavored the shell limitation at Rend and 31.3%
had no opinion. The strong support for limiting the number of shells per
hunter is manifested by the uncontrolled "sky-busting" that prevails on
many goose hunting areas.
About one-half (48.7%) of the goose hunters preferred not having a
guide with them while hunting on commercial hunting clubs in the Quota Zone
(Table 12). 26.4% of the hunters would like to have a guide without his
shotgun and 16.5% prefer a guide with his shotgun. The remaining 8.7%
expressed no opinion about guides. In other words, guides--especially
guides with shotguns--are unpopular among goose hunters in the Quota Zone.
When the goose hunters were asked the question, "Do you favor or
disfavor moving the Public Goose Hunting Area at Horseshoe Lake to another
location?", 19.9% favored, 26.9% disfavored, and 53.2% had no opinion. It
appeared that many of the hunters did not fully understand this question.
In particular, they expressed concern about moving the public hunting area
to a location that was not identified. The question should have stated
that the public hunting area would be moved to another location Qn ±t%
Unsol clted .lmmnt. A total of 99 written comments accompanied
the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaires that were returned. Of
these, 18.2% said the goose season in the Central Zone was too late; 5.1%
thought the goose season was too short; 7.0% didn't like the 1-goose daily
limit outside the southern Illinois Quota Zone; 17.2% argued that the duck
season was too early; 8.1% complained of having a poor duck season; 4.0%
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favored splitting the duck season; 5.1% expressed the need for more law
enforcement; and 4.0% believed that more effort should be devoted to
waterfowl management in the Northern Zone. The remaining comments (31.3%)
addressed 10 miscellaneous subjects.
Goose hunters who returned the 1982 Goose Quota Zone Questionnaire
prepared 57 written comments. The most commonly addressed (21.1%) subject
was the "sky-busting" of geese in the Quota Zone and at Rend Lake. Another
17.5% of the comments were to the effect that a daily bag limit of 2 geese
in the Quota Zone and 1 goose in the remainder of the state was unfair;
12.3% felt that the goose season should begin on the same date as the duck
season; 7.0% believed the goose season was too early; and 7.0% asked
questions about the "new" location for the Public Goose Hunting Area at
Horseshoe Lake.
DISCUSSION
As discussed in the report for the 1981 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting
Questionnaire (Anderson 1983), the adjustment factor (0.666) used in
calculating estimates of waterfowl harvests in Illinois in 1981 was
somewhat less than perfect. For lack of something better, the same factor
was employed in estimating duck, teal, and coot harvests for the 1982
season. However, a more applicable adjustment factor will be developed
with data collected via the 1983 and 1984 questionnaires. In addition to
refining the adjustment for reporting bias, allowances will be made for
people who purchase >1 Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Hunting Stamp and for
hunters who are <16 or >64 years of age. When perfected, the new factor
will be used to recalculate, if necessary, the harvest estimates for the
1981 and 1982 seasons.
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It is evident that both hunter activity and duck harvest are
relatively low on private duck clubs in Illinois. Private clubs account
for 18.0% of the days afield (Anderson 1983) arin 22.9% of the duck harvest
(Table 4). In comparison, 40.3% of the days afield and 37.7% of the
harvest occur on public hunting areas, and 41.7% of the days afield and
39.8% of the harvest take place on other areas. These data reinforce the
recommendations that were made in the report for the 1981 questionnaire:
(1) rules and regulations for private duck clubs should be reduced, and
(2) research and management efforts for waterfowl on other areas could be
highly profitable.
Although somewhat axiomatic, goose hunting in the southern Illinois
Quota Zone is a highly attractive, very popular, and relatively expensive
sport (Table 9). Total expenditure for goose hunting in the Quota Zone was
estimated at $6.2 million for the 1982 season. In addition, this study has
revealed that Quota Zone hunters have strong preferences for maintaining a
daily bag limit of 2 Canada geese (Table 10), for imposing a limit of 10
shotgun shells per hunter on commercial hunting clubs (Table 11), and for
restricting the activities of guides on commercial hunting clubs (Table
12). Guides with shotguns are particularly unpopular.
In so far as it is biologically sound, law enforceable, and
administratively feasible, management personnel should be responsive to the
desires of our waterfowl hunters. The 2-geese daily bag limit has
virtually no impact on harvest in the Quota Zone because a quota is
established several months in advance of each hunting season. Hunting is
discontinued when the prescribed number of geese, determined by daily
registration of all hunters, is reached. The 2-geese daily limit should be
continued in the Quota Zone.
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Restrictions on the number of shotgun shells per hunter have withstood
the test of time as valuable techniques for controlling "sky-busting" on
goose hunting areas. At its best, "sky-busting" encourages unsportsmanlike
conduct among hunters and increases the number of crippled geese that are
not retrieved. The Union County and Horseshoe Lake (Alexander County)
PHA's have 10-shell limits. Regulations are more restrictive in Indiana,
where goose hunters on the Hovey Lake PHA are allowed 8 shells. To reduce
"skybusting" and to comply with the wishes of the hunters, the 10-shell
limit should be extended to the commercial hunting clubs in the Quota Zone
and to the Rend Lake PHA.
The services of guides and their shotguns are preferred by relatively
few (16.5%) goose hunters on commercial hunting clubs in the Quota Zone
(Table 12). Most hunters would rather not have a guide with them (48.7%)
or would prefer the presence of a guide without his shotgun (26.4%).
Experience acquired while testing nontoxic shotgun shells for goose hunting
(Anderson and Roetker 1978, Anderson and Sanderson 1979) revealed that the
services of guides without shotguns can be beneficial to the hunters and
also enjoyable for the guides. The overall pleasure gained by most hunters
would be enhanced if they had free choice with regards to the services of a
guide and/or his shotgun when patronizing the commercial clubs.
14
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Table 2. Teal harvest and hunter activity, by administrative regions,
during the September teal season in Illinois in 1982.
Administrative Hunters Das av field
Per
Region a Number Percent b Number Hunter
1A 1,309 3,977 3.04
1B 2,114 5,890 2.79
2 2,165 5,739 2.65
3A 2,668 7,652 2.87
3B 1,007 3,625 3.60
4 1,762 4,581 2.60
5 1,762 4,631 2.63
Unknown 352 906 2.57
Entire state 13,139 c 22.8 37,001 2.82
Per Day
Number Afield
2,850 0.72
6,236 1.06
4,828 0.84
6,236 0.81
3,755 1.04
5,700 1.24
3,118 0.67
1,106 1.22
33,829 d 0.91
a See Figure 7,
b Percent of stamp purchasers.
c Includes 12,283 Illinois residents and 856 hunters from other states.
d The 95% confidence interval is ± 5,782.
Hunter
2.18
2.95
2.23
2.34
3.73
3.23
1.77
3.14
2.57
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Table 3. Duck and coot harvest and hunter activity, by administrative regions, during the
regular duck season in Illinois in 1982.
Hunters Days Afield Ducks
Administrative Per Per Day Per Number
Region a Number Percent b Number Hunter Number Afield Hunter of Coots
1A 3,876 46,868 12.09 32,488 0.69 8.38 369
1B 8,759 120,366 13.74 94,245 0.78 10.76 1,508
2 9,414 114,526 12.17 57,499 0.50 6.11 1,777
3A 9,414 128,521 13.65 94,446 0.73 10.03 1,073
3B 2,114 24,768 11.71 11,835 0.48 5.60 939
4 5,286 60,812 11.50 47,341 0.78 8.96 369
5 6,343 68,212 10.75 40,635 0.60 6.41 872
Unknown 957 7,350 7.68 5,968 0.81 6.24 33
Entire state 46,163 c 80.0 571,423 12.38 384,457 d,e 0.67 8.33 6,940
a See Figure 7.
b Percent of stamp purchasers.
c Includes 43,042 Illinois residents and 3,121 hunters from other states.
d The 95% confidence interval is ± 34,263.
e Includes 192,078 mallards, 72,519 wood ducks, and 119,860 other ducks.
f The 95% confidence interval is + 2,742.
Table 4. Distribution of duck harvest relative to type of area hunted in Illinois
in 1982.
Public Hunting Areas Private Duck Clubs Other Areas
Administrative
Region a Number Percent b Number Percent b Number Percent b
1A
1B
2
3A
3B
4
5
Unknown
Entire state
15,389
30,543
5,867
46,636
2,649
23,536
18,976
1,040
144,636
47.4
31.8
10.1
49.0
20.7
49.9
46.2
22.0
37.3
6,203
36,209
11 299
28,331
603
4,325
1,810
34
88,814
19.1
37.7
19.4
29.8
4.7
9.2
4.4
0.7
22.9
10.896
29,269
41 ,004
20,116
9,522
19,278
20,318
3,655
154,058
33.5
30.5
70.5
21.2
74.6
40.9
49.4
77.3
39.8
a See Figure 7.
b Percent of respondents.
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Table 6. Number of waterfowl that were crippled (knocked down
but not retrieved) in Illinois during the 1982 hunting season.
Cripples Lost
Species Number Per 100 Birds Bagged
Ducks a 72,743 + 11,546 b 18.9
Geese 5,034 + 1,536 16.2
Coots 1,410 + 885 20.3
a Regular duck season.
b 95% confidence interval.
Table 7. Attitudes of resident waterfowl hunters toward the September teal
season in Illinois.
*Responses to the question, "Do you favor or disfavor having an
early (September) teal season In Illinois?" (n = 925)
Favor 47.8% a
Disfavor 23.8%
No opinion 28.4%
*Responses to the question, "If you favor having an early (September)
teal season in Illinois, write in your most important reason." (n = 351)
Greater use of resource 15.8% b
Early/additional hunting opportunity 12.5%
Preparation for regular duck season 2.9%
Hunt in mild weather 1.3%
Others (4 miscellaneous reasons) 0.7%
*Responses to the question, "If you disavo having an
teal season In Illinois, write In your most important
Too many other ducks are killed
Disturbs other ducks/hurts regular duck season
Too early/too warm
Unpredictable/not enough teal present
Others (4 miscellaneous reasons)
early (September)
reason." (n = 197)
13.0% b
2.3%
2.0%
0.8%
0.7%
a Percent of respondents.
b Percent of stamp purchasers.
Table 8. Attitudes of resident waterfowl hunters toward the locations of
zones used for setting the regular duck season in Illinois in 1982.
*Responses to the question, "If you hunt ducks
of Illinois, what is your opinion of the line
Northern Zone and Central Zone?" (n = 521)
Should be further north
Should be further south
Location is about right
No opinion
*Responses to the question, "If you hunt ducks
of Illinois, what is your opinion of the line
Central Zone and Southern Zone?" (n = 441)
Should be further north
Should be further south
Location is about right
No opinion
in the northern half
that separates the
6.3% a
13.4%
35.7%
44.5%
in the satlern half
that separates the
13.6% a
4.8%
32.4%
49.2%
a Percent of respondents.
Table 9. Characteristics and activities of resident goose hunters who
filled out and returned the 1982 Goose Quota Zone Questionnaire.
*Origin (residence)
1A
1B
2
3A
3B
4
5
by administrative region a (n = 411)
2.7% b ( 315) c
8.0% (934)
23.8% (2,780)
16.8% (1,962)
11.2% (1,308)
20.7% (2,418)
46.8% (1,962)
*Mean distance traveled (1 way) to hunt geese in
198 miles
*Mean number of days afield in the Quota Zone (n
On public hunting areas 1.37 days
On commercial hunting clubs 1.61 days
On other areas 1.70 days
Total 4.68 days
the Quota Zone (n = 411)
= 413)
(29.4%)
(34.3%)
(36.3%)
*Mean dollars spent to hunt geese in the Quota Zone (n = 408)
$463
*Proportion who also hunted geese at
On or before December 17 d
After December 17
or within 5 miles of Rend Lake (n = 413)
18.6% b
11.4%
a See Figure 7.
b Percent of respondents.
c Estimated number of hunters.
Last day of goose hunting in the Quota Zone.
I - ~- I- -- I -~- -- '- ~L -"
Table 10. Attitudes of resident goose hunters toward season lengths and
daily bag limits for Canada geese in the Goose Quota Zone.
*Responses to the question, "Should it become necessary to reduce
the goose harvest in the Quota Zone for the 198 s~a , which
of the following would you prefer?" (n = 406)
1 Canada goose per day and a longer season 29.3% a
2 Canada geese per day and a shorter season 64.5%
No opinion 6.2%
*Responses to the question, "How many days would you have hunted
geese in the Quota Zone during the 1982 season if the bag limit
had been 1 Canada goose per day?" (n = 410)
2.07 days per hunter
(55.8% fewer than days actually hunted)
a Percent of respondents.
Table 11. Attitudes of resident goose hunters toward daily shell limits
for goose hunters on commercial hunting clubs in the Goose Quota Zone and
on the public hunting area at Rend Lake.
*Responses to the question, "Do you favor or disfavor limiting
goose hunters on the commercial hunting clubs in the Quota Zone
to 10 shotgun shells per day?" (n = 412)
Favor 62.6% a
Disfavor 31.3%
No opinion 6.1%
*Responses to the question, "Do
goose hunters on the Rend Lake I
shells per day?" (n = 806) b
Favor
Disfavor
No opinion
you favor or disfavor limiting
Publlc Hunting Area to 10 shotgun
43.9% a
24.8%
31.3%
a Percent of respondents.
b This question was in the 1982 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting
Questionnaire, and was answered by both duck and goose hunters.
Table 12. Attitudes of resident goose hunters toward the assistance guides
while goose hunting on commercial hunting clubs in the Goose Quota Zone.
*Responses to the question, "how do you feel about the assistance
of a guide while you are goose hunting on the commercial hunting
clubs in the Quota Zone?" (n = 413)
Prefer a guide and his shotgun 16.5% a
Prefer a guide but without his shotgun 26.4%
Prefer not having a guide 48.7%
No cpinion 8.7%
a Percent of respondents.
1982 ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HUNTING QUESTIONNAIRE
INSTRUCTIONS
Please fill out the questionnaire on the
following pages for your waterfowl hunting
activities during the 1982 season.
If you did not hunt waterfowl in Illinois
in 1982, answer the first four questions
and return this form.
The questionnaire is divided into four
parts: General Information, September Teal
Season, Regular Duck Season, and Goose
Hunting.
Report only your kill. DO NOT report the
kill of others with whom you may have hunted.
Write in the number of days on which you
hunted ducks and the number of days on which
you hunted geese. Include your unsuccessful
days.
If you hunted both ducks and geese at the
same time, count the day toward your primary
target -- that is, primarily ducks or primarily
geese. DO NOT count the hunt as a day of duck
hunting and also as a day of goose hunting.
If you can't remember the exact figures, give
your best estimate.
Your comments are welcome
When completed, insert questionnaire into the but please send them in a
self-addressed envelope and mail. Postage is separate letter to receive
prepaid. proper attention.
Thank you for your cooperation
POSTAGE IS PREPAID POSTAGE IS PREPAID
Figure 1. The 1982 Illinois Waterfowl hunting questionnaire.
Figure 1 - continued.
1982 ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HUNTING QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions on first page)
GENERAL INFORMATION
1. How old were you on your last birthday? years
Numbers at right
are for official
use only
8-9
2. Are you a resident of the State of Illinois? Yes
3. Did you hunt waterfowl in Illinois during the 1982 season?
Yes
4. If you are a member of (or are otherwise affiliated with) any
conservation or waterfowl hunting organizations, write in the
each orangization in the spaces below.
a.
b.
c.
d.
No_
No
waterfowl
name of
SEPTEMBER TEAL SEASON
5. How many different days did you hunt teal during the early (September)
teal season in Illinois in 1982? ................ . ______
6. How many teal did you personally harvest during the early (September)
teal season in Illinois in 1982? ................ ___
7. Do you favor or disfavor having an early (September) teal season in Illinois?
Favor_ Disfavor No opinion
8. If you favor having an early (September) teal season in Illinois, write
in your most important reason.
9. If you disfavor having an early (September) teal season in Illinois,
write in your most important reason.
REGULAR DUCK SEASON
10. If you are a resident of Illinois, in which waterfowl hunting zone do you
live? (see map)
Northern Central Southern
11. How many different days did you hunt ducks during the regular duck season
in Illinois in 1982?
a. Days in Northern Zone (see map) ............ ___
b. Days in Central Zone .................. ___
c. Days in Southern Zone ................. ___
12. In which county did you hunt ducks most during the regular duck season
in Illinois in 1982? ........ Name of county___
(continued on following page)
Figure 1. Continued - page 2.
10
11
12-13
14-15
16-17
18-19
20-21
22
23-24
25
26-27
28-29
30
31-32
33-34
35-36
37-39
13. List the number of ducks and coots you personally harvested during the
regular duck season in Illinois in 1982. DO NOT include teal killed
during the early (September) teal season or birds killed in other
states or countries.
40-42
43-45
46-48
49-51
14. Of the ducks listed above, how many did you harvest on the following
types of areas?
a. State- or federally-managed public hunting areas ..
b. Private duck clubs ................... . _____
c. Other areas such as farm ponds, streams, ditches, etc. .
15. If you hunt ducks in the northern half of Illinois, what is your opinion
of the line that separates the Northern Zone and Central Zone? (see map)
a. Should be further north c. Location is about right
b. Should be further south__ d. No opinion ...... __
16. If you hunt ducks in the southern half of Illinois, what is your opinion
of the line that separates the Central Zone and Southern Zone? (see map)
a. Should be further north c. Location is about right
b. Should be further south d. No opinion ...... __
GOOSE HUNTING
17. List the number of days you hunted geese and the number of geese you
personally harvested in Illinois in 1982. NOTE: If the geese were killed
coincidental to duck hunting, leave the number of days blank.
Days Canada Geese Other Geese
a. In Goose Quota Zone (see map)
b. At or within 5 miles of Rend Lake
c. Other areas (write in name of each
county): (1)
(2)
(3)
18. How many geese did you knock down in sight but neither you nor anyone
else could retrieve? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   ______
19. Do you favor or disfavor limiting goose hunters on the Rend Lake Public
Hunting Area to 10 shotgun shells per day?
Favor Disfavor No opinion
Thank you for your cooperation
POSTAGE IS PREPAID
Figure 1. Continued - page 3.
I personally killed I knocked down in sight
and retrieved: but could not retrieve:
Mallards
Wood Ducks Ducks
Other Ducks
Coots Coots_
52-53
54-55
56-58
59-61
62-64
65
66
67-72
73-78
79-87
88-96
97-105
106-107
108
1982 ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HUNTING QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions on first page)
Return Completed Questionnaire to:
FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES DIVISION
WATERFOWL
Lincoln Tower Plaza
524 S. Second Street
Springfield, IL 62706
Printed by authority of the State of Illinois 7,500-10-82
The Dept. is an equal opportunity employer.
The Dept. of Conservation is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to accomplish
the statutory purpose as outlined under The Wildlife Code, Chapter 61. Disclosure of this infor-
mation is VOLUNTARY. This form has been approved by the State Forms Management Center.
Figure 1. Continued - page 4.
Your comments are welcome
but please send them in a
separate letter to receive
proper attention
- -1
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62706
CHICAGO OFFICE - ROOM 100, 160 NO. LASALLE 60601
David Kenney, Director * James C. Helfrich. Assistant Director
Dear Fellow Sportsman:
You are one of a select group of Illinoisans asked to furnish information
on your waterfowl hunting activities during the past hunting season.
The information supplied by you and other selected hunters is vital to the
management of our waterfowl resources: (1) to safeguard waterfowl populations,
(2) to grant maximum waterfowl hunting opportunity to license holders, and (3)
to maintain an attractive level of hunter success.
The information you provide is used to better understand the welfare of the
various waterfowl populations. These statistics include distribution of
total harvests, number of hunters, and hunting success.
Your reply is very important, even if you did not hunt waterfowl or were
not successful. Only a limited number of waterfowl hunters can be contacted,
therefore, your response is urgently needed.
Please take a
apply to you.
estimate.
few minutes and fill out the parts of the questionnaire that
If you do not remember exact figures, please give your best
Drop the completed questionnaire in the mail. Postage is prepaid.
Yours for better waterfowling.
Sincerely,
Mike Conlin, Chief
Fish and Wildlife Resources Division
Enclosure
Figure 2. The letter that accompanied the first mailing of the questionnaire.
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62706
CHICAGO OFFICE - ROOM 100, 160 NO. LASALLE 60601
David Kenney, Director * James C. Helfrich. Assistant Director
Dear Fellow Sportsman:
Recently we mailed you a Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire, and requested
that you fill out and return it as soon as possible. We have not received
your form at this time -- perhaps because you have misplaced the questionnaire
or haven't found time to complete it and return it to us.
We are enclosing another questionnaire which we hope you will complete and
return to us. If you have already returned a questionnaire, please destroy
this one. The information supplied by you and other waterfowl hunters
being sampled will be of great value to the Conservation Department in
better directing the management of Illinois' waterfowl resources.
Please fill out the questionnaire completely and return it even if you
did not hunt waterfowl, or were not successful.
Postage is prepaid for returning the completed questionnaire.
attention will be sincerely appreciated.
Your prompt
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mike Conlin, Chief
Fish and Wildlife Resources Division
Enclosure
Figure 3. The letter that accompanied the second mailing (First Follow-up)
of the questionnaire.
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62706
CHICAGO OFFICE - ROOM 100, 160 NO. LASALLE 60601
David Kenney. Director * James C. Helfrich. Assistant Director
Dear Fellow Sportsman:
This letter is
your waterfowl
bothering you,
to remind you that we still would like to receive
hunting activities for the past season. We don't
but this information is very important which only
Another copy of the questionnaire is enclosed. We hope you will
and return it as soon as possible. If you have already returned
please destroy this one. Your response is needed -- even though
hunt waterfowl or had an unsuccessful season.
a report of
like to keep
you can supply.
complete it
a questionnaire,
you did not
Postage is prepaid for returning the questionnaire. Just fill it out and
drop in the mail. Please help us complete this survey by sending your
questionnaire in now. Your prompt attention will be greatly appreciated.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mike Conlin, Chief
Fish and Wildlife Resources Division
Enclosure
Figure 4. The letter that accompanied the third mailing (second follow-up)
of the questionnaire.
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62706
CHICAGO OFFICE - ROOM 100, 160 NO. LASALLE 60601
David Kenney, Director * James C. Helfrich. Assistant Director
1982 GOOSE QUOTA ZONE QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions inside)
Dear Goose Hunter:
We hate to bother you again, but we urgently need additional information
about goose hunting in the Goose Quota Zone (Alexander, Union, Jackson,
and Williamson counties).
The information supplied by you and other selected hunters is vital to
the management of our goose flock: (1) to safeguard the goose population,
(2) to grant maximum goose hunting opportunity to license holders, and
(3) to maintain an attractive level of hunter success.
The information you provide is used to better understand the goose
population, and also the desires and wishes of the sportsmen who hunt
these magnificant game birds.
Your reply is very important. Only a limited number of goose hunters
can be contacted, therefore, your response is urgently needed.
Please take a few minutes and fill out the questionnaire inside.
you do not remember the figures, please give your best estimate.
If
Drop the completed questionnaire in the mail. Postage is prepaid.
Yours for better goose hunting.
Sincerely,
Mike Conlin, Chief
Fish & Wildlife Resources Division
Figure 5. The 1982 Goose Quota Zone Questionnaire.
Figure 5 - continued.
1982 GOOSE QUOTA ZONE QUESTIONNAIRE
INSTRUCTIONS
Please fill out the questionnaire on
the following page for your goose
hunting activities in the Quota Zone
during the 1982 season.
The Quota Zone is made up of 4 counties
in southern Illinois: Alexander, Union,
Jackson, and Williamson (see map).
The goose season in
began on November 8
December 17, 1982.
the Quota Zone
and ended on
Write in the number of days on which
you hunted geese and the number of
miles you traveled to go goose
hunting. Include your unsuccessful
days.
Check the appropriate answer (the one
that most nearly expresses your think-
ing or desires) for other questions.
If you can't remember the exact figures,
give your best estimate.
When completed, insert questionnaire
into the self-addressed envelope and
mail. Postage is prepaid. Your comments are welcome
but please send them in a
separate letter to receive
proper attention.
Thank you for your cooperation
POSTAGE IS PREPAID POSTAGE IS PREPAID
Figure 5. Continued - page 2.
1982 GOOSE: UOTA ZONE QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions on previous page) Numbers at right
are for official
use only
1. How many different days did you hunt geese on the following
types of areas in the Quota Zone during the 1982 season?
a. Number of days on public hunting areas. . ....... , .. _ 9-10
b. Number of days on commercial (daily fee) hunting clubs, . . 11-12
c. Number of days on other areas . . . .. . . . . 13-14
2. How many miles did you travel (one way) to hunt geese in the
Quota Zone during the 1982 season.? ..... .. ....... _____15-18
3. How many days would you have hunted geese in the Quota Zone during
the 1982 season if the bag limit had been 1 Canada goose per day?_ 19-20
4. Should it become necessary to reduce the goose harvest in the Quota
Zone for the 1983 season, which of the following would you prefer?
a. A bag limit of 1 Canada goose per day and a longer season .
b. A bag limit of 2 Canada geese per day and a shorter season 21
c. No opinion. . .................. . .. . ____
5. Do you favor or disfavor limiting goose hunters on the commercial
hunting clubs in the Quota Zone to 10 shotgun shells per day?
Favor Disfavor No opinion_ 22
6. How do you feel about the assistance of a guide while you are goose
hunting on the commercial hunting clubs in the Quota Zone?
a. Prefer to have a guide along and he should bring his shotgun. .
b. Prefer to have a guide along but he should not bring his shotgun 23
c. Prefer not having a guide ............... .. ..*
d. No opinion...........................____
7. About how much money do you think you spent for goose hunting in the
Quota Zone during the 1982 season? Include license fees, travel and
gasoline, lodging, food and drink, leases, guide fees, and guns, ammo,
decoys, and other hunting equipment purchased for the 1982 season.
a. Less than $100____ d. $1,000 to $2,000
b. $100 to $500 _____ e. $2,000 to $5,000___ 24
c. $500 to $1,000______ f. More than $5,000
8. Do you favor or disfavor moving the Public Goose Hunting Area at
Horseshoe Lake to another location?
Favor Disfavor No opinion__ 25
9. How many different days did you hunt geese at or within 5 miles of
Rend Lake during the 1982 season?
a. Number of days on or before December 17 .......... __ 26-27
b. Number of days after December 17 ............... 28-29
30-31
Thank you for your cooperation
Figure 5. Continued - page 3.
1982 GOOSE QUOTA ZONE QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions inside)
Return Completed Questionnaire to:
FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES DIVISION
WATERFOWL
Lincoln Tower Plaza
524 S. Second Street
Springfield, IL 62706
Figure 5. Continued - page 4.
Your comments are welcome
but please send them in a
separate letter to receive
proper attention.
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